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1 I - I • - ■ ■ • 

A survey instrument ^veloped to determine opinions ^ 
of varioiis groups on aspects o^ ^ocL^X policy and day care services 
Mas -distributed among inHividua? 5 inf olved in various ways with day 
care*- The 42-iteffl questionnaire ^sedva Likert-type opinion scale to 

^d ^ Iquirements of day" care programs; 
l^M^on of day care'; (4) rights and 
(^w^day care for the economically 
5 ^dividuals^. were tabulated and 
analyzed, with respondents categoi^Vz^d into the f ollo.wing seven 
groups: independent providers; fe^ orally-funded providers; other 
non-profit providers ; state 'licenf jng representatives; state agency 
social services personnel; advoc^f-^ and college personnel; and 
parents* Data from e^ch of these ^ven groups were compiled and 
tabulated according to the numbei^fetrongly agreeing, agreefing, not 
sure, disagreeing and strongly disagreeing with each item ion the 
survey* Results are summarized and tables are inclu'STed* (BF) 



measure attitudes on: (1) alms 
(2). use of public funds; .(3) r 
responsibilities of parents; a^j 
disadVanta-^d./Respops^s from 
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OPINIONS ON DAY CARE AND SOCIAL POLICY 



I . IntroduGtion 



us OEPARTMENTOFIM^ALTH. 
EDI^CATION 4 WELFARE . . 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
• . EOyCATlON ^ 

THIS ' OOCUAAENT ►^S BEEN RePRO-» 
OUCEO EXAC-TLY AS RECElVEb FROM 
THE PEARSON OR ORGANIZATION OKIGIN. 
AT^tNGlT POlNTSOP OA^PiNtON^ 
STATEO 00 NOT NECESSARILY REPRE. 
SENTOPFICIAL NATIONAL INSTlTUTEOF 
•€OuCATtON.POSl TljDNX)« POkKY 

.'. The Southwast Federal Regional Child Dey^trfpraent Task Force /rthrough its 
Steerrng Pommititee on studies, dealing- with the role of the federal and state, govern- 
ments in day cate, instigated the development of a quesUqnnaire and a study to deal . 
v#ith Social poUcy. ' ^ ^ , , 

II. Development of the Instrument ^ ' 

/ • Ta the deyelopment of the survey instrument,; we wished to- deterVnine opirii,pns 
.pn various.^dspects of social^ policy dealing with day care and petrtinent'issues . We. 
wished to determine the Qpinions of various groups on aims and req.utrements of day - 
care programs/ how pubUc monies 'sfiould be sp'ent^.the regulation-qf day care/ 
federal regulation's^r and the fights, and re'spoasibilitles; of parents. • Because of time 
and cost restraints, we decided to limit t;he number of items on the survey.- The' 
initial questionnaire consis-ted of 41 it^ms with an additfbnal it4m being addpcl when 
it was reprinted. Likert type scale was used to splicit responses to eaqh state- 
^menC. Thus to each item "sucH^as "AH parents should Ijave freedom of choice in . 
child caririg arrangements, " the respondent was, asked to indicate his opinion by * . 
marking one of the folJ.owing five choices*:' "strongly agr6e^*, "agree", "not sure", 
"di^s agree".; or "strongly disagree". A second portion of the survey in^rument' asked 
each individual to provide information so that we might categorize ^ach respondent 
in some sort of a group ftor analysis . We asked individuals to indfcate th^ir hoijie 
city and state, whether they were provider of a service parent of a day care bhild, . 
state licensing employee , etc . , their approximate family income, and the ^highest 
education. • ' 



Administration of^the •Survey.Instrument 



The survey instrument was passed eut at various conferences such as.' state 
associ'htions/for the ec^cation of young children, children under -six, and day c^res 
association's. Member^s of the Southwest Federal Regional Child Development Task- 
For c'e also disseminated the questionnaires among their colleagues and. employees ^ 
•Most questionnaires vVd^e returned by mail. \. . ■ ^ ^ , 



Dr. John W. Hollomon, President of the fJafionall Association of Child Care 
Administrators ai%d Associate Professor at the Univei*sity 6f Texas at.San Aptoni 
and Dr. Michael/A. Zaccaria, Executive Director of^the Alliance of Child Develop- 
ment Associaticms / were responsible fof the devel'odment of the questionnairG^,A 
analyses of the results, and the writing of this repok. Professor AUee MitclflplL? 
of Texas Southern University served as project coordinator. /. ' . - .1; 

^ Members of the Steering^ Committee were Ruth Hubbard of the Louisiana 
of Earl 5r Childhood, chairperson; Lu Sager, a member of the Spcial Service's 
of the Veterans Administration Hospital at North Little Rock, Arkansas.; J 
Bohanon, Supervisor of Oklahoma State Licensing tfor Day Cate; Mpze.U MOi 
an independent day care provider from Oklahoma CJity; Jeannette Watson/ 
of Early Childhood Development Envision of the Texas Department of Com 
Affairs; and Bill Baca of^the Children and Youth Committe'e. for the Stat 
Mexico. \ ■ ' 1 




sample 



r A'totdl of 225 of some 3 , odft questionnaires distributed wer^^ returned in 
time to \Sv used 'for our anaiy'ses. They were categorized into groups." ais 'fqllQws 
with the numbers indi'oatcd; • - ^ 

■ . . ' . " ■ * 

^ Ind'ependertt provuders , 23 * . . 

' -Federally^ fundedjprpviders " * ' 21 - 

, . ■ Other noh*- profit providers ' : . ) - 40 ^ 

• I. " ./ State licensing dqpresentatives \ 49 

• ^ ' , , State" agency socilal services personnel ^^40 

Advocacy/coUcgel personnel , - 23 

Parents 1 ^ ' " " * . ' ,21 

^otal " "225' 

IVc Dcmograpl^ic data on Each Sample / . , 

■ ._ ' " ^ ' \ ' / ■ 

Independent Providers of Child Care S\ervices ' . / ' ' . 

Of .the 23 independent providers, ten were from Texas , three from Oklahoma, 
tVo from, Louisiana and the other uns pe^cified . Fourteerj were' directors , three were 
teachers, with 1 5 owners or part owner^ , . Three indicated family incomes of from 
, $6, 000 to $12, OCTO; eight from $12/000 ^o $18, 000; and nine of over $18, 000. Three 
-^'ndicated high school or equivalency, five some college, one associate degree, 
six bachelor's degrees, five master's degrees and one a doctoral degree. Most of 
'tfe. degrees were in a related 'araa such a^s psychology , /sociology, home economics, 
social work or education. 

Federally-funded Providers 

' Of the 21 federally fundoci providers , at least six were from Oklahoma, ten 
from Texas and one fron^ Louisiana. One was a provider in a family day care horfte^. 
one in a group day care home, ten represented Head Start,' one public schooI\one^' 
'church operated and four,'TitVe XX type centers'. *Twd indicated their positions as 
^directors, one as supervisor, eight as teachers or workers, and one as^;pook. Five 
reported a fximily income of under $6,000, six as. bet\^^een $6,000 and $12,-000, ^nd 
three as betw-c^en $12,000 and $18,000 One indicated an elementary education, two 
a high school -education or equivalent, six some college, two associate degrees^, 
and one each for bachelor mast ''t' and dpctoral degrees . \ " 

Other •Non-^[)rofit Providers ■ « . „ ' ' \ 

Of the 40pther non- :)rofit providers, 17 were from Texas with one each from 
Oklc>hama, New J^TSoy., Montana and Michigan. Of^this group two indicated' centers 
in public schools, six in church^ and 19 in other non-profit facilities. Ten were 
directors; three wore head teach^ is, two were supervisors, nine werb teachers or 
workers; five indicated they \wre training providers. Eight indicated iamily incomes 
of*$6,000 to $12,000,. four of $12,000 to $1 8 , 000 affd- 24 of $18,000 or more. Three 
■indicated some college, three associate degrees, ten bachelor's degrees, eight 
master's degrees and two doctoral degrees ■ ' 



Licensing Repfesentatives 

• . • ' . ■ . \ 

Of'the licensing representatives 31 were from Texas, seven from Oklahoma/, 
and one from. Louisiana, Four'of'them indicated they were parents ot children in day 
care cepters A Six of these were' Concerned with the development of policies , regula- 
tions and ysl-andards- while 40 involved licensing and inspection of facilities. Four 
indicated' family incomes of $6,000 to.v$ 1 2 , 000 , 20 of $12,000 to $18,000, and 23 of 
over $18/000. , Thirty- four had bachelor's degrees while 15 had master*s degrees. 
Degrees appeared to be predominantly in the social studies such as sociology, 
psychol'Ogy, social work and education. . 

Stafe Agency Social Services Personnel \ 

At leas't 24 of the 40 in this category were from Texas, and 'at least two 
were from Oklahoma. Four were parents of children in family day care homes and 
three in day Qare penters. Twenty-two indicated their role as purchasers of services, 
six as developers of policy, regulations and standards, and 15 as trainers of providers. 
Four indicated family incomes of $6, 000 to- $ 12 , 000 , -14 .of $12,000 to. $18, 000, twenty 
of over $18, 000. One indicated -^ome college, 18 a bachelor's degree, 14 a master's 
degree , ^ while 5. had doctoral degj^ees . 

Advocacy/College Personnel ^ 

Of the 23 that we classified as advocacy or college personnel, at least three 
^were from Oklahoma and at least 13 were from Texas. One member was a parent bf a 
child in a family day home while three were parents of children in day care centers. 
Thirteen indicated they were trainers of providers, educators, or professors. Two had ' 
family incomes of'$6^^000 to $12,000, six of „$1 2 , 000 to $18,000 and 11 of oyer / 
$.18, 000c One had sorme college, three had. bachelor's degrees, , eight had mas'^r's 

,'degrees while four:had doctoral degrees. . J . 

'* . * 

' . " ■ > 

Parents - - ' • ; ' 

Of the 29 parents at least four were from Oklahoma, 13 from Texas, and one / 
from Louisiana. Three had children in family day care homes , three in group day care/ 
"'homes and 23 in day care- centers with four children in Head Start, four in church 
operated centers, three in other non-profit centers and 12 in independent centers, 
One. of these parents *was a center director and anpther. an owner or part owner. Oj 
reported income' of under $6,000, two of $6, 000 to $12, 000, ten of $12, 000 to 
$18,000 and nine of, over ^18,000. Two were high school graduates or equivalent, 
three had some college, one had an associate degree, 11 ha^ bachelor's degrees 
while five had master'stdegrees . 

V. Analysis of Data and Results 

V - . . 

Any time that one deals with research on opinions and social policies some 
questions are raised as to whether a statement should .not have been phrased drfferently, 
Some question is also .raised in terms of what an individual memt when th,e individual « 
made a certain response to a question o Data'(>n<eaeh^ of-^h-e^^eveh^groups ^enimierated * * 
above were compiled and tabulated in accordance with the number strongly agreeing., , 
agreeing, not sure, disagreeing and strongly disagreeing, for each item. The primary ; 
focus on this report will deal with the pr6portion of each ^roup and total group ' ^agr^eing 
with the statement. Thus tabulations and* percentages of "strongly agree" and "agree'*, 
were combined, to enable simpler comparison, highlight consensus and highlight 
differences between the groups . 




Parents' Choice, Rights and Responsibilities . ' 

"All. parents should have freedom of choice in child caring arrangements , " , . 

There is considerable consensus amona^Droviders , licehsing representative, state 
r . social -services personnel /■ advoOfidSS^^ personnel and parents concerning 
' parents' choice, rights and responsibiUties • At least 80.0% of ea^chgrpup feel that 
■ parents should have frcTedom, of choice in child caring arrangements . This is^ inferred 
. to mean. that all parents should be able to choose the particul^ar facility and the 
■•specific kind of arrangement they feel best for their children.' , • . 

"Parents have the right and responsibility of rearing their children/*^ At 
., - least 80.07^ of each group also agree with parents' right ^nd responsibility of rearing 
! their children, with 92.0% of the totqil sample feeling that way. 

"Parents should provide input for policy cjevelopmfent of facilities either 
hhrough suggestion systems or advisory committees." Some 88.0% of the total sample 
ffeel that parents should provide input for policy development and facilities either^ 
Ithrough-suggestion systems or advisory committees. Only independent providers and 
parents who have agreement of 65.2% and 75.8%, respectively, have less than a 

i90.0% agreement. . - " 

•» • ■ ^ 

"No specific child caring arrangement should be forced upon any family" has 
a total of 77.3%, agreeing. Independent providers, with a 95.6% agreement, feel the 
strongest. Other non-profit providers agree with a 62.5%. 
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l Aims and Requirements, of Day Care Programs 

• . . • . . ■ \ 

. "Day care strengthens and assists the family." ' At least 69-3 0% of each group 
.gree with this statement with the exception of the parent group which has a low of 
IQ.ZV: agreement. .State social services personnel; have the highest agreement with 



"Good clay care benefits nearly all children" has strong consensus^ ^mong 
aVlthe groups with percentages ranging from 70.0% to 92.15% with, a total average 
ag'reemeVit of 86.27.. \^ 

"Day care should only provide baby sitter service^" has virtually^no^'^agreement 
with a total sample of only 4.0% agreeing 
other non-profit providers-. 



The highest agreement is 10.0% for the 



"All day care programs should include social and cpgnitive development of 
young children." There is strong overall consensus on this iaim, with a total of 93.3% 
agreeing." The lowest group iis that of advocacy/college per^pnnel with 82.6% agreement, 
IndepemJent providers are unanimous V " \ • ^ . . \ 

"All day care centers should, have a lot of toys and equipment to keep children , 
interested and ha^py" has a total agreement of 79.1% with a,l6,w of 61.9% for federally 
funded providers and a high of 91.3% for advocacy/college personnel. 

*" Day' care staff members need to be trained to be more effective and efficient" 
has an overall agreement of 95.1%. Advocacy/college personnel provided the low^- 
figure of 91 .3% vmi\e i independent providers have a high of 100%.\ 

"Training of and quality of good, day care pec^on^riel a 
size of a group for a teacher." 
viders have an agreement of 91 

of 47.6%. - . . ^ • 1 

r^- . [A . , ■ ' 

D 



le more important than 
Of the total sample, 57.7% agrjee, Independent pro- 
3%. Federally^funded providers have an agreement 



Table 1 - PARENTS' CHOICE. RIGHTS.. RESPONSIBILITIES 



Item . 



(ij'Freedomof choite - 95.6%+ 
» for parents - ; 

b) Parents' rights , ' 100.0%+ 
and responsibilities 



I Prov-; ' FF Prov. ' NP Prov. ^ Reo. ^ 
BO. 9% ' 80.0%- 



(9) Parent input thru 
suggestions or 
committees " 



(11) No forcing of child 95.6%+ 
taring upon family 



•T 

8|S.7% 



SS'Serv. . 
87.5% 



i 



Mi/Qd iarenL^-.- 

95.6%+ 89.6% ■ 87. r% 



),9%- \ 90/0% 



§3.8% . 92.5% ■ 100.9%+ 86.2% 92.1 



65.2.%- 90.4% ,90.0% ' 91.8% 100.0%+ '95.6% . 75.8% 88.4% 



56.6% 62.5%- 85.7%^ 



7'2.5% 



7^.2% 



82.7% 77.3% 



I Prov..- Independent Provider ■ 
FF Prov. - Federally Funded Provider ' ^ 
' NP Prov. - Other Non Profit Provider 
{ ' SL Rep. - State Licensing Representative 
SS Serv. - State Social Services' Personnel 
aW/Co1 - Advocacy or College Personnel 
'Parent - Day Care or PreSchool Parent' - , 
Total - Represents the toJ.al sample 
+ indicates the highest, percentage for an item 
' - indicates the lowest percentage for ^n item 



I 
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Item . ' 



' -> - AIMS AMn RE QUIREMENTS OF DAY CARE PROGRAMS ■ \ . ' 

.... * . ^ , . . . 

■ i_Prov./ rr Prov . NP Prov . St Rep. SS Serv . Adv/Col ' Parent' |QTAL . 

'.'82.6%', 8S.7'^c 75,0fo " 6U%' '87.5%+ eS-SX • 4.8.2%- 73.7% 



(8) Day care strengthens diid fi'ssists 
the family. • i ■ 

« ' f I 

4 

\ 

^ t22)'Good day car,e benefits nearly all ' 85.9% 7£ .1% 70.0%- 
, children. \ ' . 

(17) Day care s/ould only pfovideb% ■ 0.0%-' 9'.5% 10.0%+ 

» sitter seruice. , , . . 

» • . • ■" 

(25) All day c^re. programs should include. 100.0%+ 95.2% 92.5% 
social' and cognitive development . ' 

l^i^,^ 82.6%„'Al,9%j ,77,5?^ 

V ■ lot of toys and equipment. ' . ' . ^. 

in) Day care staff members need to be 100.0%+ 95.2% 95.0% 
trained. , 



fis) Training and quality of \edcher 
more important than group size. , 

(10) An important -aim of 'pre school is 
child's adjustment to elementary 
school, 



91J%+ ■;47.6%- 55.1 



78.2% 95.7%+ ■•47,.5%- 



i 



8^'!6%'. 92.5%+ 86.9% 



2.0% 
'97.9^ 



1,^ 4.; 



82.7% ■ 82,6% 
0.0%- 4.0% 



95.0% ^82.6%- • 86.2% 93.3%- 



81.6% '75.0% 91.3%+ 82.7% 79.1%,- 



95.9% ■ 95.0% ' •9J.3%- 
53.0% 50.0% . 65^2% 



93.1% 95.1% 
55.1% 57,7%' 



51.0% 62.5% 60.8% ' 61.7% 
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'•An impQrtant »aim cJf preschool day care is to facilitate the childls adjust- 
.ment to elementary school" has atotalragreerne.nt of 61.7%. The, highest agreement 
;is that, of feder^ly funded providers with an 85. 7%. ^ Other non-profit provideiis have 
■ less than a majority' agreeing , with 47.5%. Perhaps this cSn be explained in that • 
somp vcJluntary providers view this as possible interference , by outsiders, in 
religious ediicat^ion. '<* 

Regulation of Day ^are ■ ' , * 

"The regulation of day care should he the n\andate of the states" has a total 
agreement of 68, 4% with independent providers 'being the strongest advocates with 
^ 86.9%, .At leasN: 70,0% of state, social-services personnel, parents and state licensing 

representatives are in agreement with this statement. The majority of federally funded : 
■ provider;s are not^in agreement with thls^ statement , 'hxiwever, over 57o0% of theLjatter 
do feel that it should be the mandate of the states. The only other category thataoes' ^ 
not have a majority in agreement is the advocacy/college personnel group AATith a-47.8%. 

"All child' care centers should have to m§et federal regulations . " Dnly 28.4% 
of the 't6tal 'sample are in agreement with^this option. As v^ould be expected, 76 .^l%»of: 
' federally funded providers agree, THe advDcacy/c^lege group had the Ipwest percentage * 
-With only 8. 6%. agreeing, * ^ . ' / 

"The Fe</eral government has* nonbusiness regulating day care '*Tiad a total" of 
24.-4% agr^ein^with |hi.s statement,. Only independent providers are in strong agree- 
ment with a 86>9%V . ^ . ' ^ 



I'here is strong conse*nsu,s that /'State licensed child care provides some 
•measure of insuring safety and health of children" with 96.4% concurring. Parents ^ 
have th^e lowest percent of agreement with a 86.2%. All i-ndependent providers, 
federally funded providers, and state spcial services personnel agreeV C 

"Federal regulations increase costs beyond tho§e justified" has 40.4%, of 
the total sample agreeing with this statement. *The highest, agteementjis by independent 
providers with 86. 9%^, A majority o| persons, 51.7%, agree. The small'est perc^tage 
agreeing, are the federally fundeiiJK'oviders with only 14 .2%. , * . ^ ^ 

^ . \ "Federal regulations tend^o segregate day care children economically-." A 

totet-of 54.6% agree with this statement. The highest agreement is that of independent 
providers with an 86.9%, while the, lowest agreement is a 33,3% by federally funded 
providers. By the wdy, this do.es not mean that federally funded providers strongly 
disagree with this statement^ Actually even a smaller percentage disagree with this 
statement with over half of this spe:cific sample indicating they are not sure or not 
responding. . : ^ '\ \ ' * • , 



1 



"Day care^standards' should be based^upon research and practical eco^nomics" 
has a strong consensus wit^a-total sample percentage of 84 ,.4% agreeing. The highest 
► agreement is that of independent providers with 91.3% and i low percentage of agree- 
ment with 67 .5% by. other non-profit providers . At lea^t 80^0% of all other groups' agree, 

"Licensing represente/tives are an important influence on day care" is agfeed 
by 66.2% pf the total sample. At least;^3.0% of independent providers, state licensing 
represer^tatives and parents agree, wilh^his statement. Federally funded and other non- 
profit providers and advocacy/college personnel have agreements >of 56 . 0% or 57 .0% . ; 
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\(U) Regi^6tion of d^y cai mandat£'Of.' 
■ .staj,es;' , '< ' 

. (6); All child care centers sho.uld ii^cet 
. ^Federal regulations'.' 



Table 3 - REGUUITIQN OF DAY CARE > ■ ' ' ' . 

' IProv,. FF'Prov . NP Prov . SLRep. o S^Serv , Adv/Col . Parent .TOTAL' 

•81.6^'o'" 72'. 5'/= 47.8% ' 



1 



86.9%+ : 47.6%- 55.,0% 
13.0% ■• 76.1%+ 37„S% 
86.9%+ 9.5%- . ^.0,% 



10/2% 27.5% 8.6%- 



18.3%' -\15,0% 13.0% 



.100.0%+ 100.0%+ 95.0%- .'97.9% 100.0%+ 95.6%. - 86,?%'- 9«.'4%' 



'(l;9),i'Fhe Federal gDvemmj^ni has no"|^ 
■ business regulating daV^are. 
■ , ' . . 

,(2) State jicen'sed child'^care insures 
safety 'and bMtt gf children . . , 

■ ' ■ ,' ' ' ' 
(30)'vFcderal regulations increase. costs - 86..9%+ 14..^%- , 22.5% , 44.8% 35.9% 34.7% 

'* beyond those justified. ' ■ ' ' ■ * 



75,8% 68,4"/,. 
41.3% IU% 
24.1% 2^.4'; V 



^ 1 



51.7% 40.4/c 



■y (31) Federal regulations md io segregate , 86..-9%+ 33 . 3%- 45 . 0% 
°° , day care chiLciren ecoij<5inically. , '> ' ' 



37.1% 57.5% 47,8% 



5; 



.1% 54.6% 



. (14); Day care'stanVds should be based 91.3%+ 80.9% 67.5%- l'89.7% 87'.5%' 86.9%- ■ 89.6% .^.4% 



upon pcsearch and prdctical^ ~ 



7 



•economics, 



(28) Licensing representatives are "an 
important positive influence on 
dayoare. 



.73.9% , 57.1% 



57.5% 



77,5%+' 60.0% 56i5%- 7^.8% (iG.r 
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Economically Disadvantaiqed Children ' ' \ 

"fconoixiically disadvantaged children s'ltould not be.segregared from other 
children in day care" has a: generatl consensus of 91.1% with independent providers' * 
h^virtg tfie highest agreetment .and parents having the lowest agreement with 95 ,6% and . 
^75>8% respectively . ^ ' ^ * . ^ • ^ — , 

■ H . ''Economically tdisadvantajed children ne^d closer ^\!pervfsionrin day care*' 
has a total agreement of 24 .6% witfi the highest agreement being that of independent 
providers vyrith 4 3.4%'. Advocacy/college personnel were in least agreement with an 
8 .6% . \ • 

"The cost of. day .care for dis'adv'antaged children should be about the same 
as for that in private day care" has'^. total agreement of 44.4% with the highest agree- 
' ment beting that oi JMependent providers with 78.2%. The Idwest agreement was that 
of federally funded providers with 28.5%:. It is interesting to^npte that an -additional. . 
2'8'.5% of federally funded providers ei^ther are.'not sure or did not answer that question. 
Other nonr-profit provi-ders also have as-niany undecided, or not, answering as ,they have 
agreeing with. the statement. . ' ^ 

> ■ r ■ ' ■ , . ' / ' 

"Puljlic money should^be used for preventativ'e' health care for all poor 
children" has'a total agreement of- 81 . 7% . State social services personnel have the 
hi(5hest agreement with 92.?%. T^ie lowest agreements are frl3m providers Hvith 
federally funded' providers haVing'71.4% and independent providers h-avlng a 73,9%; 

"Public money, should be used for all dental- -and medical care of poor children" 
has d total agreement of 63.5%. The fewest Agreement -Is that pf 'state licensing , 
representatives with 48.9%. All other groups have at least a majority agreement with * 
b6th non-profit' providers and state social service? personnel each haying highs of 

- 75.0%. ^ ' ' // " ' ' 

t ■ ' 

"Public monies should be used to assist disadvantaged children to the extent 
that their parents are unable to provide for this care'! yields. a. total Agreement of 92.4% 
The lowest percent is that of parents with 89.6% while the^high is that of state socinal ' 
' services personnel with 97.5%. ^ , ' ^ ' 

"Federal, staffing standards for day care, are too tough" has a total agreement 
of 44 .8%. The range of percentage agreement among the providers is great vyith 91.3% 
of the independent providers yielding the high figure^ and 20 .*0% and 23.8% of other non- 
profit and federally funded providers yielding the low figures. State licensing repre- 
sentatives, as might be expected, yielded the next highest percentage agreement on 
this statement with 63.2%, with an additional 25.0% indicating they -aren't too sure. 
The federally funded and other non-profit providers ar^jjiearly evenly divided in' the 
numbers disagreeing and the numbers not sure." ^ ^ 

. Public Funds for Child Care Age Groups . \ . , ' ' 

"Public funds st[puld provide child care for poor:' infants under 6 weeks" has 
a total agreement of 5 5/5%. Parents feel most. strongly on this item' with a high of &2% 
The lowest percentage of agreement is that of independer^t providers with a 3'4.7%. At 
. least a majority of each of the. other groups are in agreement vvith thjis . 

\ "Public funds should provide child care for poor: 6 weeks to 1 year." Total 
agreement on this is someyvhat highqr with 69% 3%. State social services personnel 
havo the highest agreement with 85.0%. Inqjependent providers have the lowest agree- 
ment with 4 3.4%. Percentage's for all other groups ranged from 61.9% to 7 3. -9%. 
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Table 4 - FnONQMICALiy DISADVANTAGED. CHILDREN 



Item , , 

(15) Economically disadvantaged 
children should not be segregated. 

(16) Economically disadvantaged 
children need closer supervision. 



" (24) Cost of day care for disadvantaged 78.2%+ 28.5%- 35.0% 
should'be same as for private day ", 
care. . ' 

(32)' Public mofley used for preventative 73.9% 71.4%-- 82.5% 
' ' .. health care for all poor children. 



l_Prov, JTPrw. NP Prov .' ' SLJSP" SS Serv . Adv/Col Parent TOE 

95.6«t 9:0.4% '95.0%, -^.6% ■.92.5% 91,3% 75.. 8%- 91.1% 

43..4%+ . 23.8% 20.0%' ,20.4% 27,5%, 8.6%-. 34.4% 24.8% 

44.8% 44. .4% . 



38.7% 55.0% 34.7% 



83.6% ■■■92.5%+ 82.6% 75.8% 81.7% ' 



(36) Public money used for all dental 
and medigal care of poor 
o children. . 

, (4) Public monies used to assist dis- 
advantaged to ektent parents are 
unable. 



52.1%' 71.4% 75.0%+ 48.9%-'. 7;5,0%t' ,65.2% . '58.6% 6J.5%' 



91.3% • 95.2% 9o!o% 91,8% 97.5%+ -91.3% , • 89.6%- 92.4% 



(20) 'Federal staffing standards for day .91.3%+- 23.8% ' 20.0%- 
care are too tough. ^ 



^3J% ■ ^% 47.8% ^4% ■•44.8-i 
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Table 5 - PUBLIC FUNDS FOR CHILD CARE AGE GROUPS 



Item . ' . • 

(35) Public funds should provide child 
care for poor: - • , 

infants under 6 wee^cs 

6 iveeks to 1 year , . 

. . 1 |ear .to 2 years ' • 

2 ilears - school age ■ 

. sch{)ol.age ' 



IProv . FF Prov . NPProv . SL Rep . SS Serv . Adv/Col Parent TOTAL 



34.7%; 'S2.3% 
43.4^' 61.9% 



152.1%- 



65.2?^-\/90.4% 

■1' ; ;/ ,; 



57.5%' 57,1% 57.5% 60.&% ,62.0%+ 55;5% 
70.0% 69.3%. 85.0%+ 73;9% . 68.9% 69.3% 



76;1% 70.0% 75>5% 



82. ,5% 71.4% 
82.5% 71.4% 



87.5%+' 73.9% 
92.5%+ '^6.9% 
85.0%+ 78,2% 



,72.4% ,73.7% 
75.8% ,80.4% 
68.9% ,73.7% 
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"Public funds should provide child care for poor: 1 to 2 years." A total of - 
73,7% agrees Again the' state social services personnel yield the highest agreement 
with 87. 5% • The lowest agreement is by independent providers with $2.1%. AH 
other categories have at least a 70.0% agreement. * . 

"PublTc funds should provide child cafe for poor: 2 years to school age" has 
a total agreement of 80.4%. The- highs and lows^ aire. , again' provided by state social ser- 
vices personnel and independent providers with,92 .5/6 and 65.2%-, respectively. 

".Public funds should pr6vide child care for poor: /school -ag^. " h^s a total 
agreeme«^'of I'f.VA. State social services personnel l)ave the h^qhest agreement" with 
85.0%, while independent provider's have an agreement, of^ 47 . 8% . 

At least a majority 'of all groups with the exception of the independent pro- 
viders feel that public funds should be provided for poor children of any age. A majority 
6i indepenclent providers feel tharchild care should be provided for two years of age 
through school age, .as well as for on^year-olds . Les?than.a majority of independent- 
providers feel that it should be provided for school .age childrf n and children under one 
yeai> of age; The strongest consensus on use of public funds for poor children is. for 
preschoolers of at leas^t two years of age . Agreement is fairly strong, for one-year-olds * 
a4^d school age children. At least a majority are in. favor of providing care for'infa^is, 
even those under six weeks of age. ' . • ' ' . 

Community Services and Expenditures ' , ■ ' ■ ^ \ 

• ■ \ "Agencies and operat^rs have a responsibility for expending piiblic^ funds ^ 
efficiently" has^a total agreement of 9?'.r%. State social aervic.es personnel agree " \ 
100.0% for the high- figure with 90.4% of federall^y funded providers provic^ing the 

low figure'. . ^ ' £-<*:uJ'^^^^^''' ' ■ . 

. ' ' , , ' ' "• 

, ."Health rand social services should be on voluntary basis for all children" . 

has a total agreement' of 55/1%. Both federally funded and other non-profit providers 

have tess than a majority agreement on this statement with 42.8% and 47.5%, 

respectively."*" 



."Volunteers could be of considerable assistance to day care facilities" has^ 
a totafl percentage agreement of 85.4%. All federally funded an(^ other non-profit pro- 
'viders agree.' Independent providers .have a low c^f 69^2% with parents being just a 
little higher. * ' • * ^ " , 

: ""Thc community should provide social, health and prescreening services for 
\oung children" has a total agreement of 80.0%. Advocacy/college personnel has the 
highest agreement with 91.3%, while paretits provide the lowest agreement with 68.9%. 
Independent providers are le^ss than ope percentage point higher than parents. 

■ . ' ^ ■ 

■ "Public monies should be usec^ tolielp provide training for all day care 
personnel" has a total agreement of 66.6%, the high and low percentage agreements 
.^re those of state social services personnel and independent providers with 80.0% and 

43.4%, respectively. ' ' . • . 

f. if 

"State regulations of day care reflect the economic, political and resource 
reality unique to a state" has a total sample agreement of 57.7%, Independent pro- 
viders reflect the strongest agreement with this statement with 78.9%. Neither 
federally funded providers nor other non-profit providers have a m'ajority in agreement 
with this statement, 38 . 0% and 42 . S%> , respectively. ^ 

' . - , 18 ' ,i- 
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^able 6 - COMMUNITY SERVICES AND EXPENDITURES 

\ 

\ ■ . I 

\ •■ , ■ ■ ; 



Item , ■ • \ ' Ilov. FFProy. NP Pro<^. SL R&p. SSServ . ■ Adv/Coi ' , Parent ■ TOTAL 



(12) i\gencies and operators responsible 95.6% 90.n-. 95.0%. 95.9% 100.0^o+ 91.3°/^ 93.1% 95.1%^ 
for expending public funds \ , , ,'■ 
efficiently. , . \ • ■ _ 

* . ' ' ' ■ 

(37) Health and social services on 56.5% 42.8%- . 47.5°/o 59.1% 55.0% 65.2%+ 58.6% 55 
•voluntary basis for all children, ' . ,. . ' 

(38) Volunteers could be of considerable , 6,9.2%- 100.0%+ 100.O%+ 87.8% 89,1% .85.7%, 71.4% 85.4% 



assistance to day care facilities . 



\ 



resource reality unique to a state; 



i. 



' care. 
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^(5) The community should provide 69.5% 76.1% 87.5% 77.5% 85.0% 91.3%+ 68.9%- 80.0%' 

social, health and prescreening 
* services. < • . ' 



t 



J21) Public monies should be used to 43.4%: 76.1% 7010% 65i3% 80.0%+ 73.9%. 5'1.7% - 66:k 
w help provide; training for all day 



care personnel. 

(29) State regulations of day care ' 7^:9%+ 38. '0%- 4?,5% 71.4% . 52.5%- 65.2% 55.1% 57. 
■ reflect the economic, political and 



n 



•(7) Most people are willing to pay . ' 0.0%- 19,0%+ 12.5% 4.0%* 2.5% 0.0%- 3,4% 5.7% 
higher taxes to support ffee day i, ♦ 
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"Most peo^Dle are willing to pay higher taxes to support free day care" has 
a total percentage agreement of only 5.7%. No 'independent providers or advocacy/ 
college personnel are in agreement with this statement. The highest agreement is 
that of federally funded. providers with J9.0%. % ' * 



Other Information and Requirements 



^ "The number of children per teachei; in day care required by^federal standards 
has been demonstrated by relevant research" has only a 14.6% total agreement. The 
highest percentage agreeing with this statement is that of federally funded providers 
with a 28.5%. ' * ^ • " , . 

"Working mothers subsidize over 80% of licensed day c^re" has a total agree- 
ment of, 43.1%; -Xhe highest agreement is that of indepejident providers with 69.5%. ^ 
All other percentages range from 35.0% to 42.3%. Apparently less.than a majority of 
'most pf the groups 'are aware that working mothers ane^paying for most of the licertsed . 
-child c^re . It is conceivable thaj many individual's, fe^l that licensed child '^c^re is . 
'pirimarily subsidized with federal and state funds. ^ / , • , . ^ ^ 

"Most pfeschoQl child care is informal or.unlicensed" has a total agreement 



of 45.7%; Indepehdent'providers K-av^ the highest 'agreement y/ith 65. 2%- while parents 
hav^e the lowest agreement' With 27,5%. Oniy'stat^ licensing representatives aird • . « v 
advocaqy/coUege iDersbnnel* have a majority of their groups agreeing to this statement. 
Apparently most individuals feel that the great majority of chiM care is that which 
takes place in licensed or registered facilities siich a^ day 6ar« centers, grOup and 
family day homas . ^ . ; y : 



^ Vl i Summary and Conclusions 



All studies ,: regardless oflhow careftiUy they ar^conducfed, ha^e limitations^. 
In the present study we ^e well aware of a number of sai^pbe biases. Nonetheless, the 
best that could be done onder the circumstances was p6 categorize individual respondent^ 
into various groups and to define e^ch group in terms/bfj:he^e mo graphic d'^ta, as was 
done in thiS paper. Thcconclu^ions tTiat can be reaitredfrom this study follov\V^ 

>- 

' Ic There is strong consensu^ among all group^ inierms of .parents' choice, 
rights -and responsibi4in)es . 

a) ' All pajen^s should have freedom in child Varing arrangements. 
' ' b) Parents have the righj; ai^d fesponsibility/of rearing children. 

c) Parents .should have input for policy development of-facilities . 

d) No 'specific bhild care arrangement should be forced upon a family^ 
' <ii ■ ^ , ' ^^^^ 

. 2. There is strong consensus on some.Qf the aims and requirements of day 
care programs * • ' / • » 

. a) Good day care benefits nearly ^ll'-OTildr-en* . ^ • 

■ . ' b) P.rogr^ams should include social' and cognitive development . 

^c) Centers, should have lots of toys and equipme,nt. . • 

" 'd) Staff members need to be trained to be more effective and efficient.. 

■ e) 'Day care shoutd not^ merely proyide baby sitter service. 

■ • • 1 ^ . ^ / 

"'^ 3. While there is majority agreement on some other aims and requirements of - ' 
daycare programs, there are gr^at group differences in terms of agreement on the follow- 
ing: ^ *- ■ 

1 21 . 
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Table 7 - OTHER INFORMATION AND REQUIREMENTS 



Item 



^ (18) .Number of children per teacher 
reqaired by Federal day care , 
standards has been demonstrated 
by relevant research. 

(J3) Working mothers subsidize over 
80% of licensed day care. 

(34) Most j)reschool child care is 
informal or unlicensed. 



\ Prov . FPPrOv . i NP Prov . SLRep. ' SS Serv r v Adv/Col \ Parent TOTAL 
13.0% 28.5%+ 15.0%.>^ 8.1%- 10.0% r3.0%. , 10.3%\' 14.6%. 



I 



69.5%+ 38.0% ^^42.'5% 42.8% ■'35'.0%- 39.1% 41.-3% ■'43.V% 

" ■ ■ ' • [■'■ " ' 

65.2%+ ' 28.5% 45.0% 57.1% 40.0% , 52.1 



27.S%- ^5.7% 



2? 
V 
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• .a) At leWt 6^9.0% of each grouft felt^that day care strengthens and assists 

J * the family with the exception .of parents whose agreement was less than 
a majority . * i • ✓ 

. b) The r^nge for agreement on quality and training of personnel being more 

^ ' important' than group size was from 47 « 6% for federally funded providers . 

to'91.3% for indepefident prpviders . . 
• *» '* 

. c) A maiority of all groups e?ccept'non-profit providers viewed chiljj's 
adjustment to elementary school as an important aim (non-profit pro- 
viders - 47.5% versus 85.7% for federally funded providers). 

'4. Regulation of day care. There is fairly strong consensus on the following 
aspects: ' ^ ' ' 

a) State licensed child care provides some measure of'insuring safmy and 
, . , health of'children. ^ . ^ . - 

"(^ Day-care standards should be based upon research and practical * 
economics . * , . 

c) Licte^rfeing representatives are an important influence on day. care. 

T^iere are considerable diff^f^nces of opinion on the federal staie roles of ' . 

• ' a") At least a majority of five groups and^the total. sample feel that flay care 
^ regulation' should be the mandate of the states. Slightly less tlian half 
of the federally funded providers and advocacy/college personnel agree 
with this position. • - ' ' 

b) With the exception of federally funded providers', relatively few feel 
that all 5hild care centers should have to mfeet federal requirements. 

c) With the exceptiort of independent providers, relatively few feel that * 
the federal government 'has no business fegulating day care. 

&'. There is considerable var4ation:^among the grbups in terms of the effects 
df federal regulations . \ * • . / 

, ' a) Only independent providers have high .consensus (86.9%) that federal 

regulations increase costs beyond those Justified. Jo the other extreme, 
only^l4.2% of federally' funded and 22.5% of other non-profit providers 
concur with this . 

« • • 

At least a nriajority of four of the seven groups feel that federal regula-^ 
tions tend to segregate children economically , -(the extremes are repre- 
sented t>y independent provider3 with- Q6.9% and fedefally funded pro- 
viders ^with- 33 . 3%) . ' • . . ' • 



day care. 
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7. Economically disadvantaged children. There is strong cdnsensus among 
all groups regarding econarnicariy disadvantaged children'. ■ . - ^ ^ 

a) They should not be segregated. ** ' \ ' . - 

b) They do not need closer supervision . , / ^ " \ 
^ c) Public money should be used for preventative health ca're.^ 

d) Public money*should be used to assist them/to the' extent j:hat their 
parents are unablfe to do so. 

8. There are coDsiderabke differences of.opini'ba concerning disadvantaged- 
children concerning dental and medical care, cost of care, and-federal staffing 
standards . • t ' ' * , ^ 

'a) At least a majority of six of^even groups f del that^p'ublic money should 
be' used for all dental and rtiedical care of poor children, 

^' ■ ;• , . ■ ■. .■ . . ,'. • . ' ■ ■ . • ■ . .. '/ ■ ' --^ ■ 

b) -Those agreeing^^that federal staffing standards for care are too to.ugh 
range. .from '9 1.3% for independent providers to,20.0% for other rion- 
profrt providers., with 44.8% pf the total group agreeing. ' " 
' - \ J ' / . 

V • c) The rang^ o£ agr^rSfent on the cost of day care for disadvantaged 

'children rang^ ffom 7 8. '2% for independent provides to' 28.5% for 
federally funded providers, with a total agreement of 44,4%;v 



9. Public funds for child care fpr the poor.v^ » 

a) There is strong consensus thdt public funds should provide child care 
, for poor preschoolers beginning with one year- of age. 

b) While less thaA a majority* of independent pr»iders agree, -at least 
6*1.9% of each of the other groups feel that child care for poor children 

' , siKweeks to-one year of age, and school age. children should be paid 
for Ly public func^s . , , • 

-c) Agreemenf for providing child care for poor infants' under six weeks of 
age is not overwhelming.. Six of the seven groups have- majority agree- 
inent with independent providers and parent s^ yielding extrem*fe figures 
with' 34. 79r and 62.0%, respectively. 

10., Community services and expenditures .^There- ts strong consensus among 
all groups that: ^ ' ' ^ ^ • 

a) agencies and operators have a responsibility, for expending public funds 
efficiently; • * -' . ' 

" ' ^ . b) ^that volunteers could b% of considerable assistance to* day care ^ 
facilities; ^ ■ 

■» " . 

, ' c) that^ the community should provide social, 'riealth arid prescreenlng 
services for young children. 

d) People are not willing to pay higher taxes^lfo support free. day care, 



11 . Md^ groups favor using public monies to help provide training for all day 
care personnel. V . ^ • ' ^ * - * . ' 

12 .,41 Whi le' a majority agree that state' regulations- of day care reflect the 
economic and political resource reality unique to a st^te', less thar\, a majority of ' . 
federally funded ancf other non-prpfit providers agree. y ' ■ 

13. -Fej{/ of any group feel that the number of children per teacher in day care 
required by federal standards has b^n demonstrated by relevaqf research . ' * \ 

14. Less than a majority- realize that working mothers ^ubpidizq most of 
licehsed'day care and that most preschool 'child .aare fs informal or unlicensed. 

VII. Recommendations • 

^ In the- development of legislation., policy and re'gulatidns , it is r'ecomtnended 
V ' ' ;/ ' . ' t" \ . ,• ■ 

' . ^ - 1.' that all parents be given freedom, of choice-«ln selegting cbi^ffi ,9^ring 

arrangements and child caring facilities;; ' y. ^ 

■ ' ' ^- . 

2. that parents be allowed input into policy development of facilities either 
through suggestion systems or through. advisory committees; 

» . ■ ■ 

3. that social' and cognitive development of children not be made'^an optional 
' . .requirement; , * ' " . . . . 

4. centers should be required to have sufficient toys and equiprrVent; 



5 . chi 

ses 



ild care staff members be required to attend a minimum number 6f training 
ssions^or workshops per year; ' ' ^ 



6. that all group. day care and day care centers be required to be state 
Jicensed; ' ' 

7. that all federal and state day care standards be based upon research and 
practical economics; 

8. 'that there should be strong encouragement for the, development of policies 

that do not lead to the segregation of economically disadvantaged centers; 

9. that public money be uged for preventa^\>e health care as well ^as dental 
and health care for poor childr^en; . * • * > 

that public monies be used to assist econpmid^Uy disadvantaged children 
to the extent that their parents are unable to do so; * 
I- ^ ^- . 

11.^ that agencies and operators be given responsibility for utilizing community 
resources before expending state and federal funds? 

12.. that communities be 'given the responsibility to provide social, health and 
^ pfescreening services for young children; and. that 

1*3, public monies' be used to help provid? training for all day care personnel. 
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